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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2) The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2-1) Claims 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 9, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Bernardo et al (US 6308188, filed Jun 19, 

1998). 

Regarding claim 1, 20, Bernardo teaches supplying ... at least one business 
function (ie. , web site creator select from options/features for website layout ... prompts 
a user to supply data)(col 2, lines 15-32). 

Bernardo teaches using ... database (ie., HTML and non-HTML database)(col 5, 
lines 1-34). 

Bernardo teaches using ... client web pages fie., creating web pages with 
templates for predefined web pages based on stored templates once created, users do 
not need to use HTML)(col 2, lines 33-67), 

Regarding claim 3, Bernardo teaches "... check boxes" (ie., selection made by 
entering X in check box)(col 6, lines 60-65). 
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Regarding claim 4, Bernardo teaches "... radio buttons" (ie., radio buttons)(col 
7, lines 50-55; fig 4). 

Regarding claims 5, 16, Bernardo teaches input parameters ... information (ie., 
options to select for web site layout, content ... templates)(col 2, lines 15-20). 

Regarding claims 6, 17, Bernardo teaches look and feel information is HTML 
text (ie., templates ... HTML)(col 2, lines 60-65). 

Regarding claims 9, 19, Bernardo teaches ... input display are web pages (ie., 
web page templates)(col 2, lines 33-40). 

Regarding claim 15, Bernardo teaches "structured ... locations" (ie., input 
fields)(col 7, line 65; fig 6). 

Regarding claim 21, Bernardo teaches "... web server" (ie., web server)(col 5, 
lines 27-30). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3) The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3-1) Claims 2, 10, 13, 14, 23, 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Bernardo et al (as cited above), in view of Kennedy et al (US 

6651217, filed Sep 1, 1999). 
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Regarding claim 2, 14, Bernardo does not expressly teach, but Kennedy 
teaches structured ... menus (ie., Internet browser with pull-down menu)(col 2, line 29; 
col 5, lines 43-50). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Bernardo to include internet browser with pull-down menu as taught 
by Kennedy, providing the benefit of having forms that permit a user to enter data into 
predefined areas with HTML syntax rendering displaying commands to enter 
information in various types of formats (Kennedy, col 5, lines 43-55). 

Regarding claim 10, Bernardo does not expressly teach, but Kennedy teaches 
second client customer ... second input display (ie., individual input web pages; 
previously stored values from formA, 201, can populate values of formB, 202)(col 5, 
lines 33-67; fig 2, item 201, 202; col 6, lines 10-60). 

Bernardo does teach administration of a second client to product ... (ie., 
populating future forms allow futures user to create web pages based on a template 
already stored in the database)(col 2, lines 15-30, lines 55-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Bernardo to include a second form which is populated based a first 
form as taught by Kennedy, providing the benefit of having forms that permit a user to 
enter data into predefined areas with HTML syntax rendering displaying commands to 
enter information in various types of formats (Kennedy, col 5, lines 43-55) and where 
templates are stored that allows future users to merely modify data rather than 



Application/Control Number: 10/003,680 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2176 

reentering information because the web page is personalized (Bernardo, col 2, lines 35- 

65). 

Regarding claim 13, Bernardo teaches supplying ... at least one business 
function (ie., web site creator select from options/features for website layout ... prompts 
a user to supply data)(col 2, lines 15-32). 

Bernardo teaches using ... database (ie., HTML and non-HTML database)(col 5, 
lines 1-34). 

Bernardo teaches using ... business function (ie., creating web pages with 
templates for predefined web pages based on stored templates once created, users do 
not need to use HTML)(col 2, lines 33-67). 

Bernardo does not expressly teach, but Kennedy teaches "the first set of web 
pages ... second client web pages" (ie., Form A and B are independent of one another 
with matching input fields and users have the flexibility to design the web page as they 
wish)(col 5, lines 55-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Bernardo to include a second form that is independent of the first 
form but still has matching input fields for overlapping data entered by the user as 
taught by Kennedy, providing the benefit of having forms that permit a user to enter data 
into predefined areas with HTML syntax rendering displaying commands to enter 
information in various types of formats (Kennedy, col 5, lines 43-55). 
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Regarding claim 23, Bernardo does not expressly teach, but Kennedy teaches 
"computer ... computer" (ie., computer with memory 120 in the computer 100)(col 3, 
lines 59-67; fig 1 ). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Bernardo to include computer memory in the computer as taught by 
Kennedy, providing the benefit of having forms that permit a user to enter data into 
predefined areas with HTML syntax rendering displaying commands to enter 
information in various types of formats (Kennedy, col 5, lines 43-55). 

Regarding claim 24, Bernardo does not expressly teach, but Kennedy teaches 
"computer ... memory" (ie., computer with memory 120 in the computer 100)(col 3, lines 
59-67; fig 1). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Bernardo to include computer memory in the computer as taught by 
Kennedy, providing the benefit of having forms that permit a user to enter data into 
predefined areas with HTML syntax rendering displaying commands to enter 
information in various types of formats (Kennedy, col 5, lines 43-55). 
3-2) Claims 7, 1 1 , 1 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bernardo et al (as cited above), in view of Jebens et al (US 6321231, filed 
Aug 11, 1997). 

Regarding claims 7, 18, Bernardo does not expressly teach, but Jebens 
teaches look-and-feel information ... using the URL (ie., internet server parses the form 
for the address of the user)(col 14, lines 55-65). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Bernardo to include an internet server parsing the form for the 
address of the user as taught by Jebens, providing the benefit of an order deliver 
system for storing data and developing storage in response to inputs received from a 
user (Jebens, Abstract section). 

Regarding claim 11, Bernardo does not expressly teach, but Jebens teaches 
"collected ... orders" (ie., order deliver system)(col 2, lines 14-15). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Bernardo to include an order delivery system as taught by Jebens, 
providing the benefit of an order deliver system for storing data and developing storage 
in response to inputs received from a user (Jebens, Abstract section). 
3-3) Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bernardo et al (as cited above), in view of Jebens et al (as cited above), further in 
view of Guheen et al (US 6721713, filed May 27, 1999). 

Regarding claim 12, Bernardo does not expressly teach, but Guheen teaches 
"order ... registration" (ie., course registration )(col 220, lines 20-34). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Bernardo to include course registration as taught by Guheen, 
providing the benefit of creating and displaying information graphically to understand the 
various pieces of information amongst a plurality of business entities (Guheen, col 1, 
lines 54 - col 2, lines 6). 
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3-4) Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bernardo et al (as cited above), in view of Simonoff et al (US 6351777, filed Apr 
23, 1999). 

Regarding claim 22, Bernardo does not expressly teach, but Simonoff teaches 
"... application server" (ie., white board Application server)(col 10, lines 1-5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Bernardo to include an application server as taught by Simonoff, 
providing the benefit of HTML documents sent by a server to at least one client 
(Simonoff, col 2, lines 30-35) that enables clients to quickly interchange GUI objects 
with one another (Simonoff, col 5, lines 20-25). 

3-5) Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bernardo et al (as cited above), in view of Guheen (as cited above). 

Regarding claim 8, Bernardo does not expressly teach, but Guheen teaches 
"business function is a course-scheduling function" (ie., course registration in 
conjunction and project management/planning/scheduling)(col 220, lines 20-34; col 210, 
lines 35-67 teaches upcoming events , calendaring and registration - this allows online 
registration of events such as a course registration discussed in col 220). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Bernardo to include course registration and planning as taught by 
Guheen, providing the benefit of creating and displaying information graphically to 
understand the various pieces of information amongst a plurality of business entities 
(Guheen, col 1 , lines 54 - col 2, lines 6). 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gautam Sain whose telephone number is 703-305- 
8777. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Feild can be reached on (703)305-9792. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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PRIMARY EXAMINER 



